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JOi^ purpose, of this study was to determine the 
ispeci^ attitudes of secondary ^ ^s^^^ teachers, 
an% 6^ Stjite Uniy^tii^y and toWard 

jpalrticu^^ aspects of thi§ UfiiVer^^ as twiii as td disbdv^r who or 
wha| infl^ those attxtudf^,^ 

-ftl^^%*pes among the^^ faculty^ 81,64% 

^e.jSKo^^^ had 4^tended^ M^^ IxsMd pwfi ex|)eriefic 

sUnive^^ as ft6§t inf^^^ fbrfeaHbii^ d^^^ attitudes^ 

0d =jit^^^ friends who Had attended Msu as the most 

factor, Sedondij^ School faculty are most 

^i^ely to recommend MSU to studeht^^^ who krk average in the areas of 
f5^4??^ics, motivation^ and ext±:aL<nirfi<^ activities and are least 
l^i|^?^-Y to recqnm Uhiyersity to su^^ibf ahd poor students* 

f?^?^?*^ preferences indicate this- same trend in that academically 
i|]apgr^ likely not to choose MSU as--the 

5jt)S^^^^ ii^ which t6 continue their education^ and average 

students are likely to make it their first choice. (Author/HS) 
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ABSTRACT 



.The purpose 6£ , this" study was to deterr^ the specif ic. attitudes of 
■secondary school juniors, seniors^ tefchers, > and. counselors toward iVIem^is State 
University and toward particular aspects of the University as \yen as discover 
who or What influenced thos^ ^ addition, differences in attitudes 

^^l?ong the yaridus graips^w^ sought (pages 1t3), 

The ihstnimeht^'used 

tWoiparts: the fifsfcfparti. arse^^^^ to measure 

afctitiidjs^dw^ 

■|lS^^>^ain3^iitfqrma 

individual's attitude. Spme of the.statistical^^^m^^ 

djlfa were frequency distributibhss^^ meahscof es; Jactor ;a^^^^ and the Gat tell 
Patterii Similarity i^^^ 

During the la te s£tfirig of 19=72; the^ gues tibnnaif es wer^ to 
s tuden ts arid their- teachers arid couhseiqrsiih nine: city secpridaj^^^^ arid three 

ccgnty schools v^ch were repre^^^^ econontics,. 
location, arid face. More det^led descriptions p of : 

the sample pdpulatibri are f ourid on pages six through seven arid in Appendices B and G. 

The faculty, 81. 04% of \yh6m had attended M 
at ithe Uriiversity as most influential in the fbrm^ of their attitudes (pages 10- 
lliand Appendix B), and students listed friends whd had attended MSU as the most 
influential factor (page n and Apperidix B). 
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Secpridary school faculty and cbunselors are most likely to recommend. MSU 
, to students who are average in the areas p£ academics^ motivation^ and extra 
curHcularVactivities and are least Ukels;r to recommend the University to sup^ripf 
and poor students Student preferences indicate this same trend in that academicaily 
superior and poor students are^likely not to choose MSU as the ihstitut^^^^^^ 
to continue their education, and average students are Hk^^ to make it their first 
choice (jpages 12-16 and Append^ 

the factor anMys^^ first factor was comprised: p£ the assets ^ . . 
toward /wMch £^ as. a whole werC fin^ ppsitiye: Jhysiral Jacfl^^^^ 

/atMetic acBvit^^^ %^cial>:fa^^^ 
$his waf riot ti^ hpweyer, f or sbme^^p^^^ 
inpr for those in some of the bla^ 

:e3<^essed concerriirig cos t^ location, and f inahci|ii!aidi^^^^ , yii^ andiAppendix.^G^ 

Separate iteriiz analysis ^6f attitudes inc^^ the/f eeiing; that th? UniversityVs 
^natipril^ repu ta tionj a^riius sioris s taridaf ds^^ scfiplas tic s taridards, arid' acadentic 
coinpetitibn amOTg s^ 17 arijt^^l^^^^ howevef, in the factor 

analysis, these aspects —alm^ with social clirnat^^^ perspnar invblv^ 
couriseling, arid acceptance as a shid^^^^ factor tbw^d whi'chr 

l^bt^ faculty' arid student attitudes were less jpbsi^^ Most of 

these aspects cbnstitute the acadermc climate bf the briiversity and the of 
persona student involvem^ Faqulty attitudes toward three of these aspects 
were sufficieritly less pbsitive tb cause a third factor tb be formed: oppprtunity 
for personal attentibn arid involvement, cpiariselihg arid guidance in planning- the 
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s tudeht^s academic program^ and social atmospKere and activities program (pages 
20^2i), Tn fact,, faculty in six 6£ tKe twelve schools and the academically superior 
sfedents as a \yhple expresised negative attitudes toward these aspects (page 15 and 
Appendix C), ^ . ' 

The overall: meaner es^^^ o£ the questionnaire 

ind^icatBs '^somewhat posiHve^? at^^^ t6ward;Memphis State for both faculty 
arid?students with studentrattitud^^ positive that those o£ 

faculty^^ 

Appen^liK in^general^ , tKp?? exgre^ss£ng4ess^^ 
Stat&^yiuye^ 

acadenu sujferidrtandlpog^^^^ AYerage-student 
schools fhad^ritpre posi^ 22^ :and Apffen^ 

For a more c6^ 
pfifthe-sou 

-recru arid: (Hssemma irilprifta tibh^. an^ e^^niiria tiqri , o£ the 

resj^nse profiles £ot^^^^ In additibri 

tp\the-in£orrriati^^ the fofroal -reptp^^^ there is arlist of: 

other retrievable data fb in Appendix D, 

Specific explaitatioris of :reco_mm^ attitudes toward 

Memphis State University are included iri the Summary and Recommendations 
sectiori (pages iy-xiii) . 
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SUMMARY. AND RECC MMENDATIONS 



Since 79. 95% 6£ the Memphis: State Umversit:^^ is drawn 

from Mcjmphis and its environs, it . would seem desirable that the :sec6hdari^ school 
juniors, seniors^ and teachers have a more favbrable^^^ 

vers-lty than the "somewhat positive" atHtudes reflected^^ survey and study 

particularly^ toward the acadeniic f ^cet^^ in which: tfie studen 

ha ve/a personal involvemen t. f his> conce rh; seems consistent with the'^hil psophy 
expre Umyefsity S^^^ 



EbferipW the^^^^^ 

' th^nui^^ 

buildings,- andJa^ditipnal^^^ 

doiin therwa^^ 

to th6se;^sjfia4? 
puring t^^^ 

- di££efeoces:p^^ 

pur students; tHis£hasreV'ef thorny 
question^^ 
' o set:be£orecus:^^^^ 
_ niay prpye^ f^^^ 

gagihg t^n 

growth weipassed tJirpiigh in tiie sixties^ 

While it is true that the students have riot had -experience at the University 
(Mi^which to base their bpiriions,^ it is also true that these a priori attitudes will 
determine whether or not they wish to pursue their Higher educatipn at Memphis 
State and, to some extent, their initial sei£-cohcept i£ thisy do matriculate. 

High school students also indicated that th"^ factor most influential (28. 52%) 
in the formation of their attitudes was that of friends who had had experience as 
students at Memphis State. If the influence of alumrii contacts (7i 59%) is added, ' 



V 

A/ISU students account for 36^11% of the influence on secondary school students' 

^ f 

attitudes toward the University. For faculty, 81,04% of whom have been students 
at Memphis State, expcriehce-reither direct or indirect~wa^ a xnajor contributing 
influence (83. 80%): their pwri^perience (39: 50%), friends or acquMntances who 
have been MSU stiidehts (27. 59%)^ and their forma students wh^ 
lyiSU (16. 71%); These facts would seem to imply that -effdrts-shduid 
famiUarize hieh school and^ 
of^the^Uhiver^sity anditb ens^ 

MSU students-;^ will'liave arf avorabU thus . 

on-feospecfe TKe concern s^ 

.pHlbspphy and 

knoyn to students through w^ even mpre tfe their daily 

.experiences^ 

How might this general g^^ 
which to progress ? A descriptive study suchtas this cahronly identif y some of the 
areas and problems wMch may heed cpnsidcfati^^^ may 
initiate discussion and lead to,a^defiriitibh';6f stich objective^. Recommendations 
are based on two possible causes fw the a and students 

(1) a lack of awareness of ejdsting Uriiv^sity program arid services and (2) a need for 
• f e-examination and improvement of some of th^ programs and s^vices. 

Data available from this ^tudy may be helpful in digtermining what inf ormatioh 
rieeds to be disseminated or enaphasized arid to which groups specific types of inf or* ' • 
mation should be directed .. (A list of retrievable data is found in the appendices. ) 
Several exaxfiples are discussed below. 



Overall student and faculty mean responses indicate more favorable — 
attitudes toward the items in Factor 11: athletic propram, pl^sical facilities, 
locaition, cost, financial aid, and Memphis Staters contributions to the community. 
For most groups, then, information about these items should be disseminated 
in order to sustain and improve attitudes, but it should. not receive thilb major 
emphasis. 

However,; the graph of Z scores for foxar groups of .schooU-found on the 

♦ 

foliowing^^p^ may need caref ul scrutiny if one 

is>to cp^^ involved. For example, 

more thordug^^^ the 
attitudes were less^^^^ "ihahcial aid^.cd«tj and location; and at 

Frayser, Manassas, and MilUngton schools , jEinandj^ 
lesstiiavorably. Detailediinforrnaticm cbhcca^^ 

WCTrk-'Study opportunities,, and S students and 

faMty.at these schools and t^ Within the Uni- 

vecsity structure, one might also as^^ th«e is sufficient financial aid 

available. Is it possible to increase such aid? Are thte needs of all economic groups 
' givfen due consideration in the awarding of financial aid? Is there sufficient coopera- 
tion with businesses in the conunutiity to increase opportunities for part-time 
work off the campus? Is the present fee structure in any way discriminatory against 
thefpart-time working^student? Is there adequate bus service from these school 
dis^icts to Memphis State, both during class hours and evening hours when reserved 
books for required reading are available for student use? 



Overall student mean responses indicate less positive attitudes to^rard 
the items in Factor I which includes Memphis Staters xiational reputation, 
admissions standards, faculty, scholastic standards, courses or programs of 
special interest, intellectual atmosphere, opportuiuty for personal attention 
and involvement, academic competition amoi^ students, counseling and giudance 
in planning academic programs, rise of Memphis State, social atmosphere and 
activities prqgram, and relating the news of acceptance ae a student at Memphis 
State* The findings also indicate that academically superior and poor students 
have the least positive attitudes toward Memphis States There are several 
implications here. 

(1) Since attitudes toward the items in Factor I are less positive ar:d 
since secondary school students seem to relate their feelings about beixig a 
student at Memphis State to these items, information concerning academic 
programs^ should be disseminated and emphasized to all groups . Me ntioned and 
explained should be such tltings as the various nuijors> minors^ and collateral 
areas, the honors programs available^ credit-no^credit courses, credit by 
examination, policies concerning Advanced Placements special English classes 
for mariS(inal students^ and SEEP * 

(2) A re-examination within the University nu£^t involve some of the 
following questions: Is there an effort being made to meet the interests and 
needs of the various types of students atMSU? Are there sufficient courses 
and/ov programs which ar.e interesting and challenging to superict students 

far as content and methods of instruction are concerned? Is there desirability and 
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Opportunity for independent study? Is there a variety of honors programs available? 
Do all of the departments cooperate and^facilitate the student* s use of such oppor- 
tunities as credit by exam, credit-no-credit courses, arid Advanced Placement 
credits? 

^ , Is there enough consideration of the marginal students* situation in adjusting 

academically? A study made duririg this past year of ffeshma^^ * 

Relation to ACT scores indicated a high overall fafliire arid' withdrawal rate in some 

d?partmerits iri which courses arc required. Is there enoug^^uch eva^ 

^results of such research used effectively? Since the Ut^^ * 

studerits , does it have any g^^^ to thefrirf^^ as stude^rits? 

*%^?*^berieficial to the student or to the University taacce marg^al stud^ts^^ The 

Jioliowing f ind^^^ from pag;e 21 of the Retention Study > directed by Mrs. M«y 

^CGrueriwaid in the Office of Admiriistratiori and Haniun^^ is one iridication of the need 

ltoic6risid& the marginal studerits*^ situation. . - ' 

- • • . low AQT studerits a\^^ 

withdra>va^^^^^ 8% 
more withdrawals^^t^^ 
^oup. Re|s6Msf^^ 

tendency of A^^ . 
. aMdemicwith 

the total faft^^^ Tfie finat£urea^p^^ 

contrast was in percerit of s^dents g^ 
While 14 the total gr^^^^ 3.4% 
of the 1(0W ACT group g^aduat^^^^^ four 
year period. 

(3) Three items from Factor I toward which students were less favorably 

disposed formed a third factor^fjpr the faculty: social atmosbh&e and activities 

^ ---^ / - 

\ ■ ' 

program, counseling and guidance iri planning the student's academic program, and 
Opportunity for personal attentiori and involvement. Of the three factors, this 
^third one was viewed least favorably by faculty i The less positive attitudes toward 
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giudance and counseling and opportunity for personal attention and involvement 
have also been expressed by MSU faculty and students. 

This problem has beeit mentioned often enough in the various Self -Study 
reports to prompt the Steering Committee to suggest it as an area needing 
serious consideration* It is erne of the two aspects listed niSst frequently as 
uleast effective" or "most disappointing" by MSU faculty^ u^per divisiph: students,^ 
and Icwcr division stiid^ <if the ihstnlctioM^ being 

cc^ Miss Mar tha Porter as a jjroject f or the Office of Acadenuc Pro- 

.^graJms^and^^R^ It wouldiseem^^^ 

Other stydiestindicate 
itself of some of the programs and servic^^ htf brin^tion V 

dbncermhg the t«r^ pf QgramSj^ and services of tJi^ Sftideht 
Pfersbnheli Services, and faodty Aasds 

tojsecohdary schobi studehts^^^^ ov^ 
students, and personnels ' ' - ^ 

Among the questions which:might lead to a definitibh of objectives are the 
f ollowing: Do students have adequate 6^^ outside? 
of the classroom? Are class sizes and methods of ihstxuctiori conducive to inter- 
action among the students and between students and faculty? Is there sufficient 
opportunity for participation in student acti\aties and organizations? Are the 
existing programs for personal cbuiii5elihg and academic 'guidance functioning 
effectively? Is it the system of advising which needs improvenient or the execution 
of it--or both? Is there systematic evaluation of the counseling and advising 
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sei^vices? Do advisors have enough time and background information on students 
to^^advise effectively? Is there enough personnel in the tfniversity College and^the ^ 
various divisions of Student Personnel Services to give personal attention to 
students? The findings from this attidy and others seem tc indicate strongly 
that an evaluation shou ld be made of the advising, system, and more opbortunities 
^^y*^^^^" "^^ students . In 

a sense of personal 

-^^^^ 51^' '^^^^^■^^^^^ theV come: in cofitact. No matter how routine 
the:sitigti6n.may.s^^^^ 

^MHltymemB^^^^ 

thejstuden t for whom the situation may be more cruciaU 

Currently expressed attitudes should not limit the future plansr of the 

_ ^ / ' ---- - C 

Urayersity, but should serve instead to id^^^^ and needed improvements 

soithat the challenge of the quaUtative fealm^^ indeed prove to be "exciting 
■ and^engaging. " Memphis State should not wait for all students to apply from 
their own initiative, but the, various colleges :arid departments should become 

i nvolved in recruiting. the calibia: of student who will benefit from and 
contribut e to the Urilversity's current programs and, to its future plans and dreams. 

Recommendations have been made concerning sbm'e of the specific nfpgrams 
and^services which need to be publicized more effectively and groups to which the 
information needs to "be communicated. Specific questions have been raised to 
initiate discussion which might lead to evaluation and planning. This evaluation 
and planning would necessarily be done by those whose work and experience in 
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the^areas involved qualify them to do so; however, evidence from this study 
does suggest one additional consideration iti planning the dissentination of infor- 
mation. In addition to varying^the type of information pir according to 
the^groiip toward which it is directed, attempts. should' be made to use direct , 
personal commurucatiori: wHefe^ and whenever possible Published materials 
siicH as the catalog were among the least dnfluen^^^ listed by both faculty 
andf students , and; both groups in^^ the 
opf)oftunity f or^personalr^t^^^^^^^ 

; Some of the-speci^^ the.preced^ 
recommer^^^ fdllowing; ;(l)tfncreaie:^ 

actively invoVved in recf uitnieht One of ficially designate? p is hot enough 
tpf^ye adequate serv^^^^^^ or pScsonal attention in a^ community a as the 

Memphis „area. (2) After determm^^^ 

some of the s tudents WitKih the particular^ the.reCTuitm^ 
xnight return to the schools with appo:ot*iate inte members to 

taikiwith smaU groups of students. (3) Small grqiips of students wight visit on 
the lyiSU campus with interested faculty and students from their areas of interest; 
(Intone case.in which a faculty ni ember from Eri^heerihg has done this, part of 
the result was a more favorable attitude in both the high school students involved 
and in the teacher who accompanied them. ) (4) Closer cooperation between indi- 
vidual MSU faculty members and secondary school teachers might be fostered 
through occasional visits by the faculty niember to hold a class in which his 
specialized knowledge and experience would-be beneficial. At times, the high 
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school teacher and class might be invited to the MSU canipus for use of special 
facilities not available in the high school or for instruction from the MSU" 
fadulfcy member. 

These suggestions are intended merely to stimulate discussion among 
those experienced enough to make more effective recomniendations. It does, 
however, seem worthwhile to consider carefully the use of small groups, contact 
withiinterested individual MSU faculty members and. personnel, the use of interested 
MSU'stud^^ public relations ah^^ 

Thames cript^^^ Uniyei^ity 
identif ies^mahy infi^^ those attitudes Only the most promi- 

nerijE are discussed in tl^^^ report as examples of the. uses wMch 

might be made 6£ th^ findings. Attitudes do affect, to some extent, one's 
decfeiohs arid consequently hi^^ therefore, it seems 

appropriate to evMu^te identifiable a^^^ of irif luence and to im them when 

possible. The attitudes expressed toward the University already show a slight- 
;i:fjBnd ^toward impfovenient. Perhaps informing people of its good programs arid 
seryices^and a continuing effort to evaluate and improve all areas wilLeffect a 
contiriiiation of this favorable trend. 



SECONDARY SCHOOL ATTITUDES TOWARD 
MEMPfflS STATE UNIVERSITY 
Introduction 

Though there have been studies at .both the national and institutional 
levels of factors influencing students' choices of colleges, few formal studies 
have been published? Perhaps the most widely known source for this kind of 
information at the national level is the Student Profile Section of the ACT test 
battery. A formal study of findings from these surveys was reported in 1965 by 
James M. Richards, Jr. and John L. Holland in' the October ACT Research R^^ 
One of a series of such studies at the institutional level was the - Survey of ^ 
Preferential Reasons Freshmen and Parents Selected Elizabethtow^n College , 
conducted by Robert V. Hanle in 1969, and reported in Institutional Research and 
Communication in Higher Education in 1970. A similar study was conducted at 
Memphis State University in 1971 in order to determine why eligible applicants chose 
not to enroll there. 

Some of the elements common to all of these suirveys are various general 
aspects of the college environment and specific factors which influence the student^ 
choice of college. Included among the general aspects are such factors as academic 
and social atmosphere, reputation, facilities, size, location, and cost. Among 
the specific factors directly influencing decisions are parents, friends, teachers, 
high school and college admissions counselors, and alumni.. 



The methods used in obtaining the data are.aJso similar in that the factors 
are listed and students are asked to indicate the degree of importance for each 
item on a three-point scale ("of no importance, " "a minor consideration, " "a major 
consideration"). In the institutional surveys, the responses are tabulated and the 
factors ranked according to ,the distribution so that one is made aware of influ- 
ential factors. In the ACT study, the mean responses are also factor analyzed 
to indicate which items are closely related in their influence. 

„ Some of the uses of this information suggested in the formally reported 

^ ^ i f 

studies are planning, and evaluating pre -college services.f or students^ planning of 
public relations and Recruitment programs, designing of more easily interpreted 
admissions blanks, planning of student orientation, providing a statistical basis 
for studying the effect of a college and the character of its climate, contributing 
to college faculty understanding of students, and providing a basis for compari- 
son between universities* 

^ The inclusion of the same basic factors in different surveys is indicative 
of their reliability and validity in a study of influences on the student's choice 
of a college. It should also be apparent that this kind of information could be 
useful to the college in a variety of ways. 

If, indeed, this general type of data is helpful to the institutions, it is 
feasible to think that a more precise type of information might be even more 
beneficial. The previous surveys indicate only that certain factors are or are 
not important and which factors are most influential in a student's selection of 



a college; but they do not indicate the student's specific attitude toward the 
factors selected, and the factors not selected are omitted from consideration* 
It is left to the researcher to infer somewhat subjectively the attitude toward 
a certain factor on the basis of its inclusion or omission by the student. This is 
due to the method of rating BXplained previously. 

Most of these surveys also usually limit the population surveyed to those 
students who applied and did or did not subsequently enroll in the institution, 
Thiis means that students who chose not to apply at all are omitted and nothing 
is-'known of their attitudes toward the institution or of their reasons for not 
applying. In an urban university such as Mem^is State, it would seem that this 
information from high school juniors and seniors in the immediate area would be 
helpful, particularly in view of the fact that 79.95% of the University population 
comes from Memphis and its environs. In addition to the information from students, 
it may prove interesting to know the attitudes of the teachers? and counselors 
with whom they come in contact. 

How do secondary school juniors and seniors, teachers, and counselors in 
the Memphis City and Shelby County Schools feel about Memphis State? Are they 
favorably or unfavorably disposed toward the University? Who or what most in- 
fluences their attitudes? Is there any difference in attitude among various groups of 
students such as male and female or those who perform well academically and those 
who do not? It is the purpose of this study to attempt to answer these questions. 



Research Approach 

The fact that there are many definitions of "attitude" necessitates an 

explanation of its naeaning as used in this study: 

Most authorities are agreed that attitudes are learned and 
inaplicit, • • Further, they are predispositions to respond, but 
are distinguished frona other such states of readiness in that 
they predispose toward an evaluative response. Thus, attitudes 
are referred to as "tendencies of approach or avoidance, " or as 
"favorable" or "unfavorable, " and so on, ^ 

"Attitude, " then, is defined as a favorable or unfavorable disposition. 

The tarm "Memphis State University" is delimited as the total of these 
aspects: (1) academic atmosphere, (2) social climate, (3) athletic activities, 
(4) physical facilities and location, (5) financial factors, and (6) regional and 
national reputation. As previously mentioned, these aspects have been used in 
several studies which attest to their reliability and validity* 

The categories of students were* determined by the information which they 
provided concerning (1) sex, (2) race, (3) current academic perf ormiafnce, (4) educa- 
tional aspirations, (5) economic status, (6) educational background of the parents, 
and (7) classification. These factors, too, are used in other surveys* 

^ The instrument used to obtain the data for this study was a questionnaire 
consisting of two parts: the first part to measure attitudes towardsvarious as- 
pects of the University and the second part to provide background information and 

an indication of factors directly influencing the individual's attitude. Because of 
the difference between the nature of background material from students and that 
from faculty and counselors, the second part of the questionnaire for teachers 



and counselors was different from that for students. (Copies of the instruments 

are in the appendices. ) 

Attitudes toward the various aspects were determined by use of the seman- 

tic differential in the first part of the questionnaire. This was accomplished by 

measuring each aspect against a set of evaluative bipolar scales. 

This notion (attitudes as favorable or unfavorable) is related ^ 
to another shared view — that attitudes can be ascribed to 
some basic bipolar continuum with a neutral or zero reference, 
point, implying that they have both direction and intensity 
and providing a basis for the quantitative indexing of attitudes 
.... If attitude is, indeed, some portion of the internal 
media tional activity, it is . . , part of the semantic stnic- 
ture of an individual, and may be correspondingly indexed. ^ 

Testing in this manner provided a measure of attitude for each specific aspect 
based on a set of scales rather than the mere selection or omission of that par- 
ticular factor from a list. This section of the questionnaire was the same for 
students, faculty, and counselors so that there would be a basis for comparison 
among these groups. 

In the second section of the questionnaire, the student provided the 
previously mentioned background material by checking appropriate spaces for each 
question. There is also one question in which he was asked to rank order the three 
most important of the following influences on his attitude toward Memphis State: 
(1) family, (2) friends, (3) high school counselor, (4) teachers, (5) alumni, (6) visit 
on campus, (7) college catalog, (8) newspaper or magazine articles, and (9) ad- 
missions counselor from MSU; 



In addition to answering the questions on sex, race, and influences which 
are included on the student questionnaire, the faculty and counselors were asked 
questions concerning (1) their previous experience at Memphis State and (2) the 
types of students to whom^ they would be most likely to recommend Memphis 
State. These types are categorized according to (1) academic performance, 
(2) motivation and (3) participation in extra-curricular and social activities; and ' 
the respondent checked a "yes'' or "no" answer. 

Before submitting the proposal and instruments to the city and county 
boards of education for approval, the instrument was tested with the juniors and 
seniors in a local independent school. As a result of this testing, the number of 
scales under each item was reduced in order to insure completion of the question- 
naire within twenty to thirty minutes; the arrangement of adjectives was changed 
in order to reduce the possibility of confusion; and parenthetical explanations were 
added to some of the items to insure clarity of meaning. 

During the spring of 1972, the questionnaires were administered to students 
and their teachers and counselors in the city and county by representatives from 
the participating schools. 

The sample for the study was selected according to schools rather than 
individuals. With the advice of Dr. Charles McArthur , Assistant Director in the 
Division of Research and Planning at the Memphis Board of Education, and 
Mr. Kenneth Cannestrari, Consultant in the Department of Testing and Data 
at the Shelby County Board of Education, these schools were carefully selected 
on the basis of racial and economic distribution of students. In order to include 



,•^4 . 7 
"variety and balance in Iqcation* thiis. too, was taken into consideration in the 
selection of the sample. 

Nine high schools were selected from the Memphis city schools: Carver, 
Central, Fairley, Frayser, Manassas, Messick, Washington, White Station, 
and Wooddale. Among these are three schools in which the student enrollment 
is nearly all black, three which are integrated, and three which are nearly all 
white. The economic levels range from low to upper middle, and both suburban 
and inner-city schools are included. From a total enrollment of 18,800 junior 
and senior students, 3500 (19.44%) were tested. The 165 teachers and counselors 
tested were those who taught or advised the students in the classes in which 
the questionnaire was administered. 

The three county schools selected were CoUierville, Germantown, and 
Millington. The student population in these schools is also representative in 
relation to economic levels, location, and races in the county. The Millington 
population also includes students from naval families which means that attitudes 
from people from other areas of the country are also included. From a total 
enrollment of 2600 junior and senior students, 1000 (38.46%) were tested, and 
their 45 teachers and counselors were also tested. The total sample of 4500 
represented 21.85% of the 21,400 junior and senior students enrolled in tht- oic:y 
and county schools. * 

* These numbers are rounded off. The enrollments were 18, 796 in the city schools 
and 2594 in the county. Exact figures for the sample are found in the analysis 
of data. 
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Because this stiidy was descriptive in nature it did not lend itself to 
a statement of hypotheses concerning possible attitudes or trends. It did seem 
reasonable, however, to assume that the various groups would have differing 
attitudes toward Memphis State. The analysis of the data was designed in such 
a way that it would indicate (1) the particular attitudes of each group toward 
(2) significant differences among the attitudes demonstrated, (3) which aspects 
were viewed favorably and which unfavorably, and (4) the factors which most 
affected the general attitude toward MSU. 

Mean responses to the semantic differential were computed for each of 
the two major groups (students, faculty and counselors) and for the subgroups 
of students and wore graphed as follows: 




i ^ I 

-3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 

This particular graph would indicate a favorable attitude toward the University. 



The following scale is used to interpret the graphs of semantic differ- 
ential questions: 

-3. 0/ -2. 5. = very negative o. 5/1. 5== somewhat positive 

-2. 5/-L 5 = quite negative -0. 5/0. 5 = neutral 1. 5/2. quite positive 
-1. 5/-0. 5 = somewhat negative 2. 5/3. 0= very positive 

In order to determine whether or not there was a significant difference 
among the responses of students and faculty and among those o£ the various 
subgroups, the Cattell Pattern Similarity Index was used. It was selected be- 
cause, in addition to indicating the difference in shape of the profiles, it in- 
.dicates the degree of separation between the profiles. The Index tests for 
, differences at the > 01, . 02. . 03, . 04. . 05, end . 10 levels successively until 
difference is indicated; however, only those differences significant at the . 01 
level are reported in this study. 

The mean responses to the items in the semantic differential were also 
factor analyzed to indicate which items were closely related in terms of the 
attitudes expressed. 

In the rank ordering of the factors influencing attitudes toward Memphis 
State, the first choice was given a value of three, the second choice two: and the 
third choice, one. After the frequency was determined for each factor and rank, 
the factors were ranked in lists according to their values and graced. 

The decision concerning the desired degree of positiveness in attitude in- 
volves a value judgement rather than a statistical me-nsurement. This decision 
would be made in terms of the philosophy, purposes, and goals of the University. 
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Even though the personal philosophy o£ the director of this study would dictate 
selection of "quite positive" or above as the goal or desired range of attitudes 
about Memphis State University, she has refrained from any interpretation of 
this nature except in the summary and recommendations. Only the statistical 
data and analyses and some of the relationships among variables are presented 
and described. 

FINDINGS 

I. Description of Sample : 

Detailed descriptions of the total sample population and of the^sample 
populations from the individual schools are found in the appendices in the form 
of graphs and charts. This background information was provided through 
responses to questions in the second section of the questionnaire. 
11. Influences on Attitudes : 

The direct influences on faculty and student attitudes are illustrated 
in graphs on the following page. The majority (81. 04%) of the faculty members 
tested have had experience as students at Memphis State on which to base their 
attitudes. They reported this experience and their friends and acquaintances 
who have attended MSU as the first and second most influential factors in the 
formation of their attitudes toward the University. Students also indicated 
friends who attend Memphis Jtate as the most influential factor. 



INFLUExNCES ON ATTITUDES 



FACULTY: 



Which three of the following do you 
think have most influenced your 
opinions about Memphis State 
University? (Place "1" by the most 
influential, a "2'* by the next, etc. ) 

A Your own experience as a student 
there 

B Your former students who have 
gone there 

C Friends or acquaintances who have 
goue there 

D Newspaper or magazine articles 

E College catalog 

F Admissions counselor from there 

G Other (Please explain. ) 

STUDENT: . 

A Your parents and/ or family 

B Your friends 

C Visit on the campus 

D High school counselor 

E Newspaper or magazine articles 

F Alumni contacts 

G Talk with admissions counselor 
from MSU 

H High school teachers 



A 

C 

B 

G 
E 
D 

F 



B 
A 
C 
E 
F 

H 
D 
I 



J 



College catalog 
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Thus, experience at the University itself emerges as the major factor 
contributing either directly or indirectly to the formation of secondary school 
students' and faculty's attitudes toward Memphis State University. It 
should also be noted that personal experience or other people were much more 
influential than written publications. 
IIL Students Most Likely to Attend MSU : 

Illustrated below is the distribution of student responses pertaining 
to Memphis State's position in their order of college preference. 



COLLEGE PREFERENCE 



In considering application to college, 
would Memphis State be your 



A. First Choice 



B. Second Choice 



C Third Choice 



D. Other 



E. Not one of your choices 



i ^ 



B 



111 
lii 



[-50% 
40% 

-30% 
- 20% 
10% 



i 
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DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES WITH MSU AS "FIRST CHOICE" AND "NOT A CHOICE' 



Percentage marking 
MSU as 
First Choice 



V 



-Percentage marking 
MSU as 
Not a Choice 




1 r 



1 1 r 



B C D E P 

Academic 
Performance 



-T 

Q 



T" 
R 



T r 



Educational 
Aspirations 



60'^'- 



/O 



- 5 Co 
40% 

30% 
20% 
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EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS: 



ERIC 



APPROXIMATE GRADES: 

A, AllA's 

B, Mostly A's and/ or B's 

C, Mostly B's and/or C's 

D, Mostly C's and/or D's 

E, Mostly and/or F^s 



P. 
Q. 



R. 
S. 
T. 

U. 



High School Diploma 

Vocational, Technical or 

Certificate Program (Less 

than two years) 

Two- Year College Degree 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 

One or two years of Graduate or 

Professional Study 

Doctoral or other Professional 

Degree beyond Two-Year Graduate 
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In order to determine which academic types of students indicated Memphis 
State as their first choice and as not one of their choices, a further analysis 
was made. As is illustrated on the preceding page, average students and 
those aspiring to earn a bachelor's degree or its equivalent comprised the 
highest percentage of the'students marking MSU as first choice. "First 
choice" responses were greater in number than "not a choice" responses £or 
students in all categories of educational aspirations except those of graduate 
and advanced degrees. In every case except that of the academically average 
student, the percentage of students indicating that Memphis State would not 
be a choice is higher than that of students indicating MSU as first choice. 
Currently, then, Memphis State appeals very much to the average secondary 
school student and very little to the superior and poor students. This trend 
is further substantiated in the semantic differential section of the question- 
naire in which the average students' attitudes were more positive than those 
of the other groups for nearly every item; whereas, the superior and poor 
students were least positive in nearly every case. The graph on the following 
page more clearly illustrates this point. 

In spite of the fact that there was a significant difference between 
student attitudes and those of faculty toward various aspects of the University 
faculty responses indicating to which students they would be most likely to 
recommend Memphis State are consistent with the pattern of student 
preference. As one can see in the graph. on page sixteen, the responses peak 
at the level of the average student and decrease most at the levels of the 
superior and poor students consecutively. 



CO 



16 



ERIC 



I 



W 



u 
w 



c 



u 
< 



0) TJ 

O .S 

y w '5 

^ 0) £ 



^ 2 C 

C O 4J 

Q) U U 

Q) 5 

W P W fv. 



(ft 'O 



/ 



^ a 




- o 




^ PQ 



ON 



o * 

00 



< p 

< 0) 



o 



in 



a 

CO 



5i t: 



« o 

P4 04 



P 



I 



4'> 



5^ " 0, 

3 .S S 

•P Q) u 

< k5 fo 



Q 



> c 



4J o 



(0 



s- n Q) 
Q) .H X 

•p m 04 

CO Q/ O 



CO 

w 



p 



CO 



2. 



2. 



llsDDDD □□□ □□□□ □ 
□□□□ □□□ □□ □□ □ 



IV* Attitudes Toward the University : " 

The overall mean response to the semantic differential section of the 
questionnaire indicates somewhat positive attitudes (0. 5 to 1. 5 range) toward 
Memphis State University for both faculty and students with student attitudes 
(0. 855) being slightly more positive than those of faculty (0. 743). The total 

mean responses of faculty and students for each school are illustrated in a 

i * , 

graph on the following page. They range from a low of 0. 27 (neutral) to a high 
of 1.19 (somewhat positive) and indicate some of the differences in attitudes 
from school to school. Although this total mean provides one essential pers- 
pective, it obscures many variations which are necessary for a meaningful 
interpretation of the data. 

Mean scores were also obtained for each individual scale. They provide 
a more detailed description of each item than is appropriate for this particular 
report; however, the profiles of scale means for four questions are presented on 
page nineteen because they illustrate an interesting trend in attitudes. In 
answering these questions, the respondent had the opportunity not only to assess 
the current status of an item, but to indicate whether or not he felt that it 
is improving. Both faculty and students feel that the University's national 
reputation, admissions standards, scholastic standards and academic competi- . 
tion among students are rising. In every question except the one concerning 
admissions standards, the most positive attitude indicated is on the scale labeled 
"rising" or "increasing. " In addition, then to indicating a trend in attitudes, 
this scale had a tendency to raise the total mean for this question. 



TOTAL MEAN ATTITUDE OF FACULTY AND STUDENTS BY SCHOOLS 
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Repelling 
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Low 
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Memphis Stat^^s National Reputation: 

• \ 

: \ 



-3.0 -2.0 



-1.0 



Admissions Standards: 



Bad 
Low 

Unfair 
Falling - 
Repelling 



-3.0 -2.0 



-1.0 



Scholastic Standards: 



Low 
Falling 
Bad 
Easy 
Repelling 



-3.0 



< 



Superior 

Attractine 
Good 

High 

Risinc' 



1.0 



• / 



1.0 
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Academic Competition Among Students: 



Easy 
Inferior 
Repelling 

Decreasing 



-3.0 -2.0 -1.0 



2.0 



3.0 



Good 

High 

Fair 

Rising'' 

Attracting 



2.0 



3.0 



High 

Rising'' 

Good 

Difficult 

Attracting 



2.0 



3.0 



Difficult 

Superior 

Attracting 

Increasing'^ 



1.0 2.0 



3.0 
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Most indicative of attitudes toward specific aspects of the luuversily 
are the mean responses to each question. The profiles of the total faculty 
and student mean responses to each question are typical of the shape of the 
profiles for all of the various subgroups in that attitudes toward items in 
questions twelve through seventeen (athletic activities, physiv-al facilities, 
financial factors, and location) were generally more positive than those toward 
items in questions one through eleven and eighteen (academic atmosphere, 
national reputation, social climate, personal involvement, and acceptance as 
a student at MSU). 

A factor analysis of student responses determined these same groups of 
questions as the two factors indicating items closely related in terms of 
attitudes expressed. It is interesting to note that the attitudes toward th" 
items in Factor II (questions 12-17) are more positive, and yet the high school 
students' attitudes toward being accepted as students at Memphis State are 
a part of Factor I (questions 1-11 and 18) which includes the items toward which 
attitudes are less positive: academic atmosphere, national reputation, social 
climate, and personal involvement. This same trend appears in the factor 
analysis of faculty data in which Factor II includes the same items as that for 
students and the attitudes are most positive toward these items. Factor I 
includes questions 1-6, 8, 10, and 18 toward which attitudes are less positive, 
but a third factor also emerges which includes three itemc toward which faculty 
attitudes are least positive: opportunity for personal attention and involvement, 
counseling and guidance in planning the student's academic program, and social 
atmosphere and activities program. The profiles of total faculty and student 
attitudes found on the next page illustrate these general trends. 



The preceding graph and the individual school profiles in the appendices 
also illustrate the difference in intensity of attitudes among the various 
groups. The difference in degree of attitude and the variation in trend for 
some of the subgroups account for the significant differences at the .01 
level found bet-ween total faculty and students, nearly all of the student 
subgroups and some of the faculty subgroups. Generally, the academically 
superior students with professional parents and the academically poor students 
had least favorable attitudes toward Memphis State University. Average 
students had the most favorable attitudes. Both the attitudes expressed in 
the semantic differential and the indications of Memphis State as a choice 
for future education support this finding. 

A total mean for the questionnaire indicates a somewhat positive attitude 
toward the total University with differences among the various groups toward 
specific aspects. 
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A. Student and Faculty Instruments 

B, Description of Total Sample 

C» Student background information 
and graphs of student and faculty 
mean responses to semantic differ- 
ential for each school 

D. list of other retrievable information 



FACULTY AND STUDENTS 

MEMPHIS STATE UNIVERSITY 



This year Memphis State University is engaged in a formal self ?tudy, 
and we should appreciate your assistance. It is important to us to knc.v 
what you think and feel about Memphis State. This questionnaire is an 
attempt to discover just that — your thoughts and feelings ; therefore, an 
"accurate knowledge of facts about the University is not required to answer 
the questions. 

The purpose of this study is to measure attitudes toward various as- 
pects of the University by judging them against a series of descriptive ad- 
jectives. In answering these questions, please answer according to YOUR 
OWN feelings. 

IMPORTANT 

1. Place your mark in the middle of the space. 

THIS: X : : NOT THIS X : 

2. Mark one space between every pair of adjectives. DO NOT OMIT ANY. 

3. Work at a fairly high speed. It is your first and true impression 
that we want. 

EXAMPLES 

If your feeling about the aspect at the top is very closely related 
to one end of the scale, you should place your mark as follows: 

Student Government 

FAIR X : : : : : UNFAIR 

OR 

FAIR : : : : : X UNFAIR 

If your feeling is closely related (but not extremely) to one or the 

other end of the scale, you should place your mark as follows: 

r 

* ATTRACTING : X : : : : REPELLING 

OR 

ATTRACTING : : : : : X : REPELLING 

If your feeling is only slightly related to one side as opposed to the 
other side, then you should mark as follows: 

HELPFUL : : X : : : : HARMFUL 

OR 

HELPFUL ; : : X : : HARMFUL 

If your feeling is neutral , then you should mark the middle space . 
GOOD : : : X : : : BAD 



* ATTRACTING: something you like; REBELLING: something you dislike 



FACULTY AND STUDENTS 



Memphis State's national reputation: 



SUPERIOR 
ATTRACTING 
GOOD 
HIGH 
RISING 



INFERIOR 
REPELLING 
BAD 
LOW 

FALLING 



Admissions Standards (What it takes to get in Memphis State): 



GOOD 
HIGH 
FAIR 
RISING 
ATTRACTING 



Faculty (teachers) at Memphis State: 



BAD 

LOW 

UNFAIR 

FALLING 

REPELLING 



FRIENDLY 
GOOD ] 
ENCOURAGING " 
QUALIFIED [ 
INTERESTING * 
ATTRACTING \ 

Scholastic Standards: 



UNFRIENDLY 
BAD 

DISCOURAGING 
UNQUALIFIED 
BORING 
REPELLING 



HIGH 
RISING 
GOOD 
DIFFICULT 
ATTRACTING 



LOW 

FALLING 

BAD 

EASY 

REPELLING 



Special courses or programs you want in college: 

Please name the special courses or programs of interest to you: 

(If there is not a course or program of special interest to you, omit this question 



At Memphis State, is the course or program you named: 



GOOD 
COMPLETE 
SUCCESSFUL 
ATTRACTING 
AVAILABLE 



Intellectual (learning) atmosphere: 



BAD 

INCOMPLETE 
UNSUCCESSFUL 
REPELLING 
UNAVAILABLE 



ATTRACTING 
COLORFUL 
SUPERIOR 
INSPIRING 

INTERESTING 



REPELLING 

COLORLESS 

INFERIOR 

TEDIOUS 

BORING 



FACULTY AND STUDENTS 



7. Opportunity for personal attention and involvement at Memphis State: 



SUFFICIENT 
FREQUENT 
ATTRACTING 
EASY 
AVAILABLE 



INSUFFICIENT 

INFREQUENT 

REPELLING 

DIFFICULT 

UNAVAILABLE 



8, Academic competition among students (How easy or hard it is to get good grades 
in comparison to other students at Mempliis State): 



DIFFICULT 
SUPERIOR 
ATTRACTING 
INCREASING 



EASY 
INFERIOR 
REPELLING 
DECREASING 



9. Counseling and guidance in planning the student's academic program: 



SUCCESSFUL 
GOOD 
FRIENDLY 
SUFFICIENT 
ATTRACTING 



10. Size of Memphis State: 



UNSUCCESSFUL 
BAD 

UNFRIENDLY 

INSUFFICIENT 

REPELLING 



LARGE 
ATTRACTING 
INCREASING 
HELPFUL 
FRIENDLY 



11, Social atmosphere and activities program: 



COMPLETE 
HAPPY 
FRIENDLY 
SUCCESSFUL 
ATTRACTING 

12, Athletic program: 



SMALL 

REPELLING 

DECREASING 

HARMFUL 

UNFRIENDLY 



INCOMPLETE 
SAD 

UNFRIENDLY 

UNSUCCESSFUL 

REPELLING 



COMPLETE 
GOOD 
ATTRACTING 
SUCCESSFUL 
STRONG 



INCOMPLr 'E 
BAD 

REPELLING 

UNSUCCESSFUL 

WEAK 



FACULTY AND STUDENTS 



13. Physical facilities (Buildings, classrooms, equipment, etc.): 



COMPLETE 
GOOD 
HELPFUL 
ATTRACTING 



14. Location (distance from home): 



GOOD 
ATTRACTING 
FORTUNATE 
SUFFICIENT 



INCOMPLETE 
BAD 

HARMFUL 
REPELLING 



BAD 

REPELLING 

UNFORTUNATE 

INSUFFICIENT 



15. Cost: 



LOW 
GOOD 
HELPFUL 
ATTRACTING 



HIGH 
BAD 

HARMFUL 
REPELLING 



16. Financial aid: 



HIGH 
GOOD 
ATTRACTING 
SUFFICIENT 



17. Memphis State's contributions to the community: 



SUPERIOR 
SUCCESSFUL 
INCREASING 
MEANINGFUL 
ATTRACTING 



LOW 
BAD 

REPELLING 
INSUFFICIENT 



INFERIOR 

UNSUCCESSFUL 

DECREASING 

MEANINGLESS 

REPELLING 



18. 



If you were accepted as a student at Memphis State, how would you feel about 
telling the news to your friends? 



GOOD 
PROUD 
HAPPY 
EAGER 
SUPERIOR 
IMPORTANT 
COMFORTABLE 
WISE 
EAGER 



BAD 

ASHAMED 
SAD 

INDIFFERENT 

INFERIOR 

UNIMPORTANT 

UNCOMFORTABLE 

FOOLISH 

RELUCTANT 



FACULTY ONLY 



SECTION II 



1. Which three of the following do you 
think have most influenced your 
opinions about Memphis Slate 
University? (Place "1" by the most 
influential, a "2" by the next, etc,) 

I i Your own experience as a student 
there 

I 1 Your former students who have 
gone there 

I 1 Friends or acquaintances who have 
gone there 

L _i Newspaper or magazine articles 

□ College catalog 

I I Admissions counselor from there 

I I Other (Please explain, ) 



2. SEX: □ Male □ Female 

3. RACE: I I Black \ I White \ I Other 

4. Have you ever bee n a s tudent a t 
Memphis State? Q]yES | |nO 

5. Number of years attended at 
undergraduate level: 

\ {none | | three 

\ jless than one \ \ four 

□ one □ more than four 

□ two □ graduated from 

MSU 

6. Number of graduate hours earned 
at MSU: 

[][]]none [^12-18 | 1 30 or more 

I |3>9 Q 21-27 I I graduate degree 



7. When was the last time you were a 
student at MSU? 

I I within the last f I 6-10 years 
year 

I I 2-5 years ago | | more than 

10 years ago 

8, With which department have you liad the 
most experience? 



9, To which students would you be MOST 
LIKELY to recommend Memphis State 
as a good selection for their continued 
education? 



YES NO 



A, Academic: 



I I i \ Superior student (All A»s) 
i I j I Above average (A's & B's) 
I [ I \ Fair {Os & D's) 
) I I I Poor student 

B. Motivation: 
1 I I I High motivation 

j I I I Average motivation 
I t I I Poor motivation 

C. Other: 

I I I I Athletically inclined 

I I I I Leader in extra-curricular 
activities 

I \ i I Leader in social activities 

I I I I Student with average 

participation in any or all 
of ♦the above activities 

\ I i I Non-participant 



STUDENTS ONLY 



Sonw of the <juf*;lion:. in this r.c( lion arc pcri;onal , oml YOU MAY OMIT ANY WIUCIl YOU TONSIDI^n 
OHJl.(*TIONAlU,n. However, your n.uuc is not j;ivcn to us, and this inforruai ion will lu- ht-lpful to u-, iti 
dot«nnininj^ which pooph- the Univrrrily iy sci vinj; effectively and f or which ^roup*; wo txwxy wish to 
reconsider some phasies of our pr0|tr4ini. 



CHirCKONi: ULAKK l OK V.hCW OV TUK l OLLOWlWC: 

1m h\ considering; application to colli-^*t>, would 
Memphis Slati' be yovir 

I I I*irt;l choifi: [ | Third choice 

I I Second choice [ | Oihirr 

[ 1 i\"ol one of yo'ir choi< cs 
J. SnX: Male Q Tcnialc 

CLASS! riCATlON": Q Junior Q Senior 
K UnCK: Q Black Q Whitre Q Other 
J. AVPKOXlMATi: CKADSJS: 

I I All A's 

I I Mohlly A»s and/or H»r* 
I I Mostly B's and/or Cf. 

I I Mostly C'r. and/iv IV s 
] I Mo.,tly \V\s^ and/or I ^; 

J. nOUCATIONAL ASPIHATIONS (PLANS):. 

II Hiph School Diploma 

I I Voc.it ion.U, Technical or Certificate 
lVO|;ram (Loss than two y^ariJ) 

[ I Two-Vear CoDcj^o l)i ^":ree 

1 I Haehelor'ii or rijiiiv»ilent 

I I One or t"wo ye.-rs of Caadu.VvO or 
Prof ess ion»ii Study 

I I Pocloral or oilier Pro! o^.-ional 

Decree beyond Tvo-V^ a-.- Ciadn.iic 



Mark the hi^^hcst level of forr...i] odui.ation foi your 
parents: 



Pa I her 



8. 



I I No for null schooling; or some- 
j;rade *»chool ordy 

I I Pinished jjrade ^tiiool 

[ I Some liigh school 

y \ Pinishcd !ugh school 

I I Bu:utieS!i or Trade cchoL-: 

I I Some college 

I I finished college (four years) 



Mo I hor 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 



[ I Attended ^pradviale or professional | J 
school but did not attain a 
graduate or prof es^sion.d do^jree 



I 1 Attained a |;radi*.-!te 

profe!»i>ional d* pee C-l, A. , 



□ 



I I Ho not know [ | 

9^ Your best estimate of your p.ir^-nt':; ;:tco::it tJ-.i*. \ 

I I Less than ?4.000 514,000 to ^19.099 

I I ?4,D00 to 55,099 Sl'O.OOO to 

I I $6.0iJ0 to f 7,999 □ Si2r>,000 to ?31,«99 

I 1 -fS.OOO to ^y,9?9 Q C-.x-r ^32.000 

I I $10,0'jO to Sri,999 Q Do not know 



IQm Whi'-h lhre.> o: ihi following: do yo- th)'ak .h :\* nioi-t lnl'luo^'we.'. \0',i: 
opii'.:on « AUnpLi^ f^l.^ti ? (PLic*-- a by the n..^ .t i-it luctj*. . 

a "2" by r.evt , and a by l\w la^t.) 



r I p.ue"l'. aitd/or fa:r.ily 

I _ I Your f rien.iv wlio are ^oin.; 
o- v/ill fi-y to ySV 

r ^ Yeur fn* n.V-. wl-.y.- do not or 
wiP not ,\o to iSL'U 

I I Vi-.i* on till ca.. ;n:s 

1 I llij'h s ho4)! i ia-5-eloj 



( ) N'cv. p.'p r or :n.\-.i7.i'ii- .Irtish -» 

I I Ahr\»:ii ci>s*.'.act*; (P* j[/tst vho !v:ve eoui- to MSU/ 

I '1 Talk with adn»is',iup^ cOuns«dur 
from .ViSL 

[~] l\>)\h -.•h)o! ii-acl.'i's 

r I t olUj'c 4 ualo}- 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 



FACULTY STUDENTS 

Sex 




Category 
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FACULTY EXPERIENCE,^? MSU 



Have you ever been a student at Memphis State? 



Yes 
81. 04% 



No 
18. 96 




In which college have you had the most 
experience? 



When was the last time you e a stude 

A. Never 

B. Within the last year 

C. 2-5 years ago 

D. 6-10 years ago 

E. More than 10 years ago 




! 
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FACULTY EXPERIENCE AT MSU 



Number of years attended at undergraduate level: 
50% - 



40% - 

30% - 

20% - 

10% - 



i 



.ZZ2_ 



I 



B 



H 



A, None 

B. Less than one 
One 

D. Two 

E. Three 

F. Four 

G. More 

H. Graduated from MSU 



Number of graduate hours earned at MSU: 



ERLC 



A. None 

B. 3-9 

C. 12-18 

D. 21-27 

E. 30 or more 

F. Graduate Degree 



1^ 



B 





- 50% 




- 40% 




- 30% 


p 


- 20% 




- 10% 






F 
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INFLUENCES ON FACULTY ATTITUDES 



QUESTION: Which three of the following do you think have most influenced 
your opinio-.s about Memphis State University? (Place "1" by 
the most influential, "2" by the next, etc. ) 



RESULTS 



Influence 

1. Your own experience as a 
student there 



Frequency 



Weighted 
Score 



Percent of Total 
Weighted Score 



First Choice 142 
Second Choice 16 
Third Choice 3 



426 
32 
3 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



461 



39.50 



Friends or acquaintances 
who have gone there 



First Choice 38 
Second Choice 87 
Third Choice 34 



114 
174 
34 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



322 



27. 59% 



Your former students who 
have gone there 



First Choice 20 
Second Choice 50 
Third Choice 35 



60 
100 
35 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



195 



16. 71% 



erIcI 



Influence 



4. Other (Please explain) 



Frequency 



First Choice 8 
Second Choice 13 
Third Choice 7 



Weighted 
Score 



:.4 

26 
7 



Pcrcen*- of Total 
Weighted Scoro 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



57 



4. 88% 



5. College catalog 



First Choice 3 
Second Choice 13 
Third Choice 20 



9 
26 
20 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



55 



4. 71'- 



Vo 



6. Newspaper or magazine 
articles 



First Choice 1 
Second Choice 12 
Third Choice 26 



3 
24 
26 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



53 



4. 54% 



Adi-.iissions counselor from 
th<?re 



First Choice 2 
Second Choice 5 
Third Choice 8 



6 
10 
8 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



24 



2. 06 
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STUDEXT ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE 



60';,' 
507-J 

30/ 

2o:: ■ 
lo;:. - 



A 



B 



A. AllA's 

B. Mostly A's and/or B's 

C. Mostly B's and/ or C's 

D. Mostly C's and/or D's 

E. Mostly D's and/or F's 



Some question had been raised 
concerning the accuracy with 
which students would report 
their grades. In the total 
sample and ia each individual 
school, the responses approxi- 
mated the normal curve. 



STUDENT EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS 



i ■ 



50=.;.- 

■30';;.- 
20';.- 
lo'.v. 



•I 

13 ' 



i 



c 



D 











i 








E 


F 



A. High School Diploma 

B. Vocational, Technical or 
Certificate Program (Less 
than two years) 

C. Two-Year College Degree 

D. Bachelor's or Equivalent 

E. One or two years of Graduate 
or Professional Study 

F. Doctoral or other 
Professional Degree beyond 
Two-Year Graduate 



.ERIC 
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INFLUENCES ON STUDENT ATTITUDES 



Influence 



*1. Your friends 



Frequency 



Weighted 
Score 



Percent of Total 
Weighted Score 



First Choice 1810 
Second Choice 1401 
Third Choice 586 



5430 
2802 
586 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



8818 



36. 75% 



2". Your parents and/ or family 

First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



947 
49 7 
404 



2841 
994 
404 



4239 



17. 67% 



3. Visit on the campus 



First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



441 
687 
462 



1323 
1374 
462 



3159 



13.16% 



4. Newspaper or magazine articles 

First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



29 7 
430 
396 



891 
860 
396 



2147 



8.95% 



■'See page 16. 
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Influence 



5 Alumni contacts 



Frequency 



Weighted 
Score 



Percent of Total 
Weighted Score 



First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



260 
358 
326 



780 
716 
326 



1822 



7. 59% 



6. High School teachers 



First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



113 
317 
358 



339 
634 
358 



1331 



5.55% 



7. High School counselor 



First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 



104 
248 
168 



312 
496 
168 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



976 



4.07% 



8. College catalog 



First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 



110 
173 
280 



330 
346 
280 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



956 



3.98% 
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Influence 

9. Admissions counselor from 
MSU 



Freq.uencv 



Weighted 
Score 



Percent of Total 
Weighted Score 



First Choice 64 
Second Choice 126 
Third Choice 103 



19 2 
252 
103 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



547 



2. 28'^'- 



vo 



AM Your friends" was divided into two categories: 

(a) Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 

(b) Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 

The following are the responses to these .two categories. 

(a) Your friends who are going or 
will go to MSU 



First Choice 1504 
Second Choice 1012 
Third Choice 308 



4512 
2024 
308 



TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



6844 



28.52% 



(b) Your friends who do not or 
will not go to MSU 

First Choice 
Second Choice 
Third Choice 

TOTAL WEIGHTED 
SCORE 



306 
389 
278 



918 
778 
278 



1974 



8. 23% 



YOUR FRIENDS-TOTAL 



8818 



36. 75% 
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CARVER 

Classification Percentages 

Junior 56^ 9g% 

Senior 43.04% 

Sex 

Male ■ 77% 

Female 54^ 23% 

Race 

Black .-^-^ 95.65% 

White 2.17% 

Other 2,17% 

Grades 

AUA's 1 579^ 

Mostly A's and/or B's 13^ 34% 

Mostly B^s and/or C»s 55] 03% 

Mostly C's and/or D's 27. 99% 

Mostly D»s and/or F's 57% 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma ^ I7 74^ 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Lef,s than two years) 24. 84% 

Two- Year College Degree 17.42% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 17.10% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 7.42% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate 25 48% 
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CARVER 

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


6. 98% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


•3. oU /o 




school only 




10. 79% 


Finished grade school 


8. 54% 


33. 97% 


Some high school 


. 29% 


22. 54% 


Finished high school 


3G. 06% 


3. 81% 


Business or Trade school 


6. 33% 


4. 76% 


Some college 


5. 38% 


3. 18% 


Finished college (four years) 


2. 85% 


.64% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


.95% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




1. 27% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 


.63% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




12. 06% 


Do not know 


9. 18% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 





Weighted 






Score 


Percentages 


Your parents and/or family 


228 


13. 07% 


Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 


391 


22.42% 


Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 


156 


8. 95% 


Visit on the campus 


227 


13.02% 


High school counselor 


111 


6. 37% 


Newspaper or magazine articles 


193 


11.07% 


Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 


128 


7. 34% 


Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 


90 


5. 16% 


High school teachers 


111 


6. 37% 


College catalog 


109 


6. 25% 



In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

First Choice 

Second Choice ' 

Third Choice 

Other 

Not one of your Choices 



15. 11% 
31. 51% 
21. 54% 
20. 58% 
11. 25% 
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CENTRAL 



Classification Percentages 

Junior 49. 53% 

Senior — . 50A7% 

r 

Sex 

[ Male 46,62 ^:) 

r Female 53^ 38% 

Race 

Black 36, ^^2% 

White ol.27% 

Other 2.11X1 

1 Grades 

All A»s 6. 84% 

I Mostly A's and/or B's 28. 07%) 

Mostly B^s and/or C's 46, 70% 

I Mostly C's and/or D's 16. 51% 

I Mostly D's and/or F's 1. 89% 



Educational Plans 



High School Diploma 10. 10% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 12. 50% 

Two- Year College Degree 11.06% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 28. 13% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 14. 90 /& 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate 23. 32% 
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CENTRAL 



Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 



Percentages . 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


2. 80% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


1. 86% 




school only 




2. 80% 


Finished grade school 


2.56% 


11.92% 


Some high school 


10. 00% 


20. 33 X 


Finished high school 


26.28% 


3. 51% 


Business or Trade school 


6.28% 


12.62% 


Some college 


15. 35% 


10. 51% 


Finished college (four years) 


13. 26% 


3.97% 


Attended graduate or prof ess-onal school 


2. 56% 




but did not attain a graduate or 






professional degree 




16. 36% 


Attained a graduate or professional degree 


5. 35% 




(M. A. , Ph.D. , M.D. ) 




15. 19% 


Do not know 


16.51% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 



Weighted 

Score Percentages 



Your parents and/or family 497 21. 31% 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 707 30, 32% 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 178 7, 63% 

Visit on the campus 294 12.61% 

High school counselor 91 3^ 90% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 200 8. 58% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 138 5. 92% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 49 2,10% 

High school teachers 100 4/29% 

College catalog 78 3^ 35% 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your ^ 

First Choice 23.39% 

Second Choice 27 21% 

Third Choice 14^ 80<^ 

Other 20.29% 

Not one of your Choices 14^ 32% 
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COLLIERVILLE 



Classification Percentages 

Junior - 3^,^ 

Senior ^3^^,^^ 

Sex 

Male 



46. 52% 



Female 53;^g^^ 



R ace 

Black 



47.57% 

White ^ .^.v 

other 1.:::::::::::::::: "i!'^ 



Grades 



All A's 3 

Mostly A's and/or B^s 1 ^ 29* 571/ 

Mostly B's and/or C's 57* 53{^ 

Mostly C's and/or D's 8*60^ 

Mostly D's and/or F's { Qgt^ 



Educational Plans 

High School Diploma ^ y^f 

Vocational , Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) ^ 21 55% 

Two- Year College Degree 22* qjcj^ 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 20*44^/ 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 6.63% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate ^ jj gQt^ 



COLLIERVILLE 



Highest Level o£ Formal Education of Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


8. 07% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


4.30% 




school only 




11. 83% 


Finished grade school 


10. 22% 


20. 97% 


Some high school 


23. 12% 


25.27% 


Finished high school 


33. 87% 


. 3.76% 


Business or Trade school 


3.23% 


4. 84% 


Some college 


7. S3 


8.0?Xo 


Finished college (four years) 


7. 53% 


1.08% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


.54% 




but did not attain a graduate or 






professional degree 




3. 23% 


Attained a graduate or professional degree 


1.08% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




12. 90 


Do not know 


8.60% 



Fac t ors Influenc ing A t ti t udes 

Weighted 



Score Percentages 



Your parents and/or family 195 16. 75% 

Your frienus who are going or will go to MSU 245 21.05% 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 95 8, 16% 

Visit on the campus 131 11.25?{> 

High school counselor 41 3. 52% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 125 10. 74% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 86 7. 39% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 120 10. 31% 

High school teachers 85 7. 30% 

College catalog 41 3.52% 



In considering application to college > would Memphis State be your 



First Choice • 19.46% 

Second Choice 33. 51% 

Third Choice 18. 92% 

Other 18.38% 

Not one of your Choices — 9. 73% 
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FAIRLEY 



Classification Percentages 

Junior 2. 91% 

Senior [-^ 97^ 09'^'^ 

Sex 

Male 48. S5% 

Female 51,15% 



Race 

Black 12. 14% 

White 85.55% 

Other 2. 31% 

Grades 

All A's 4. 05% 

Mostly A's and/or B's 31, 21% 

Mostly B's and/or C's 40, 46% 

Mostly C's and/or D's 21. 39% 

Mostly D's and/or F's 2, 89% 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma 24, 12% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 22, 35% 

Two- Year College Degree 9, 41% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 20, 59% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 10, 59% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate 12, 94% 



FAIR LEY 



Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 



Percentages 
(Father.) 

6. :>6% 

11. 83% 
16. 19% 
28. 32% 

7. 51% 
14. 45% 

8. 09% 
.58% 



4. 62% 
5. 78% 



No formal schooling or some grade 

school only 
Finished grade school 
Some high school 
Finished high school 
Business or Trade school 
Some college 

Finished college (four years) 

Attended graduate or professional school 

but did not attain a graduate or 

professional degree 
Attained a gradvate or professional degree 

(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 
Do not know 



Percenta 

_(Mother) 

2.31', 

3.47';, 
19. 08': 
46.24'; 

8. 09*; 

5. 78 Vo 

4. 05';. 

1. 73';' 



2.89% 

6. 36';: 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Weighted 





Score 


Percentages 


Your parents and/or family 


131 


13. 44% 


Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 


292 


29, 95% 


Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 


79 


8. 10% 


Visit on the campus 


136 


13. 95% 


High school counselor 


37. 


3. 80'?;. 


Ne\ spaper or magazine articles 


84 


8. 62% 


Alumni contacts (People who have tone to MSU) 


78 


8. 00% 


Talk with admissions counselor from. MSU 


14 


1. 44% 


High school teachers 


80 


8. 21% 


College catalog 


44 


4. 51% 



In considering application tc college, would Memphis State be your 



First Choice 25. 15% 

Second Choice 25. 15% 

Third Choice . 23. 98% 

Other 11. 70% 

Not one of your Choices • — . 14. 04% 
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FRAYSER 

Classification Percentages 

Junior Qg,>^^ 

Senior 53. 92% 

Sex 

Male 47^ 81% 

Female 52.19% 

Race 

Black , ^ 20% 

White 97^ 99(V^ 

Other 1^ 81% 

Grades 

AUA's ^ 3 20% 

Mostly A's and/or B's 39^ 20% 

Mostly B»s and/or C's 41^ 60% 

Mostly C's and/or D's 14^ 60% 

Mostly D's and/or F's 1.40% 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma • « « 23. 04% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 19^ 96% 

Two- Year College Degree ^ 16. 67% 

Bachelor^ s or Equivalent ^ 20. 37% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 8. 03% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate XI. 93% 



FRAYSER 
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Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


3. 58% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


2. 39% 




school only 
Finished grade school 




3. 38% 


2. 59% 


22. 07% 


Some high school 


20. 52% 


30. 02% 


Finished high school 


43. 83% 


10, 34% 


Business or Trade school 


8. 57% 


12.53% 


Some college 


7. 77% 


5.57% 


Finished college (four years) 


4. 18% 


.80% 


Attended graduate or professional school 
but did not attain a graduate or 


1. 20% 


2. 98% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 
(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 


.80% 


8. 75% 


l> ■) not know 


8. 17% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Weighted 



Score Percentages 



Your parents and/or family 483 17^ 34% 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 846 30. 37% 

Your friends who do nob or will not go to MSU 201 7. 22% 

Visit on the campus 369 13^ 25% 

High school counselor 104 3. 73% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 239 8. 58% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to-MSCJ) 247 8. 87% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 42 1. 51% 

High school teachers 165 5^ 92% 

College catalog 90 3^ 2 3% 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

First Choice ^. 28. 34% 

Second Choice ^ 27. 13% 

Third Choice Ig 33% 

Other 14^ 78% 

Not one of y9ur Choices 10. 93% 
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GERMANTOWN 

Classification Percentages 

Junior 47. 99% 

Senior 52. or,o 

Sex 

Male 43.47<;:> 

Female 56. 53% 

Race 

Black 25. 95% 

White 72.27% 

Other -r 1. 78% 

Grades 

All A's 4.58% 

Mostly A's and/or B's 32. 82% 

Mostly B's and/or Os 50. 13% 

Mostly C's and/or D's 11. 71% 

Mostly D's and/or F's , 76% 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma 18. 32% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 18. 07% 

Two- Year College Degree 10. 43% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 29. 77% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 9, 92% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate 13.49% 
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GERMANTOWN 



Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


5.54% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


2.03% 




school only 




4. 53% 


Finished grade school 


5. 32% 


11.59% 


Some high school 


11.90% 


18. 64% 


Finished high school 


29. 87% 


6.55% 


Business or Trade school 


6. 84% 


9.57% 


Some college 


14. 18% 


.20.40% 


Finished college (four years) 


13. 17% 


3. 53% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


2.53% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




10. 58% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 


3. 80% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




9.07% 


Do not know 


10. 38% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 



Weighted 

Score Percentages 



Your parents and/or family 403 20. 27% 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 552 27. 77% 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 151 7. 60% 

Visit on the campus 306 15. 39% 

High school counselor 96 4^ 83% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 122 6. 14% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 129 6.49% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 27 1. 36% 

High school teachers 130 6. 54% 

College catalog 72 3. 62% 



In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 



First Choice 24. 17% 

Second Choice 29. 56% 

Third Choice 21. 34% 

Other 12.60% 

Not one of your Choices ~ 12. 30% 
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MANASSAS 

Classification Percentages 

Junior « 44.68% 

Senior 55.33% 

Sex 

Male * 49.29% 

Female 50. 71% 

Race 

Black 96^ 93% 

White 2.24% 

Other ^ 84% 

Grades 

AUA's 3.39% 

Mostly A's and/or B's 23. 73% 

Mostly B's and/or C's 56. 78% 

Mostly C^s and/or D's 15, 54% 

Mostly D»s and/or F's , 57% 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma 18. 31% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 28. 20% 

Two-Year College Degree 13. 08% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent ^ 17. 15% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 9. 30% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate 13, 95% 
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MANASSAS 



Highest Level o£ Formal iiducation o£ Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(Father) 




(Mother) 


6. 76% 


No f orn.al schooling or some grade 


2.54% 




school only 




8.45% 


Finished grade school 


7. 89% 


26.50% 


Some high school 


30. 14% 


2 7. 32% 


Finished high school 


27.61% 


4.23% 


Business or Trade school 


4. 51% 


5. 63% 


Some college 


3. 38% 


1. 97% 


Finished college (four years) 


3. 38% 


.28% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


1.69% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




1.97% 


professional degree 


t 


Attained a graduate or professional degree 


2.25%' 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




16.90 


Do not know 


16.62% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 





Weighted 






Score 


Percentages 


Your parents and/or family 


226 


13. 09% 


Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 


424 


24. 55% 


Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 


115 


6. 66% 


Visit on the campus 


215 


12.45% 


High school counselor 


130 


7. 53% 


Newspaper or magazine articles 


214 


12. 39% 


Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 


125 


7. 24% 


Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 


68 


3. 94% 


High school teachers 


133 


7. 70% 


College catalog 


77 


4. 46% 



In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 



First Choice 21, 90% 

Second Choice 31^ 70% 

Third Choice 19^ 89% 

Other — 14* 99% 

Not one of your Choices 53% 



AviESSICK 



Classification 

Junior 

Senior — 



Sex 

Male ~ 
Female 



Race 

Black 
White 
Other 



Grades 

All A's 

Mostly A»s and/or B»s 
Mostly B's and/or C's 
Mostly C*s and/or D»s 
Mostly D*s and/or F*£ 



Educational Plans 

High School Diploma 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) 

Two- Year College Degree — 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 

One or two years of Graduate or Piofessional Study 
Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate 
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• - MESSICK 

i 

Highest Level of Formal Education of Parents 







Percentages 






(Mother) 


4. 93% 


No f ortnal school or some grade 


. 58=;; 




school only 




5. 22% 


Finished grade school 


2. 03-; 


19. 13% 


Some high school 


16. 2 3-:.':' 


29.57% 


Finished higli school 


43. 19V:. 


5. 80% 


Business or Trade school 


6. 09% 


12.46% 


Some college 


10.44% 


7.54% 


Finished college (four years) 


6.38% 


2. 90% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


2. 90% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




4. 35% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 


3.48% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




8. 12% 


Do not know 


8. 70% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes ^ 

Weighted 



Score Percentages 



Your parents and/or family ' 334 17.44% 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 566 29. 56% 

; Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 121 6. 32% 

j Visit on the campus 266 13. 89% 

High school counselor — 93 4^ 86% 

j Newspaper or magazine articles 162 8. 46% 

Y Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 143 7. 47V^o 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 48 2. 51% 

\ High school teachers 120 6.2795 

^ College catalog 62 3. 24% 

^ In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

( First Choice 26. 98% 

..Second Choice ~ 34^ 60% 

Third Choice 14^ 96% 

j Other 13^ 49% 

I Not one of your Choices 1 9. 97% 
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MILLINGTON 

Classification Percentaees 

Junior 50 3g:;;; 

Senior 49 g2V; 

Sex 

Male 4937^- 

Female 50 63.- 

Race 

Black 26 . 70;*:; 

White 71.03?:, 

Other 2.27Vo 

Grades 

AU A's ^ ^ 3 

Mostly A's and/or B's 19 o5;V, 

Mostly B's and/or C's 51^ 53:;;. 

Mostly C*s and/or D's 22 05% 

Mostly D's and/or F's 3 51:^ 

Educational Plans 

High School Diploma 21. 19% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

^ogram (Less than two years) 23. 51% 

Two- Year College Degree 12 92% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent ly 33% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 9^ 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate I4 991^ 
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; MILLINGTON 
Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 



Percentages 




Percentages 


(rrttneri 




(Mother) 


5. 51% 


No formal schooling or some grade 


1.50% 




school only 




7. 77% 


Finished grade school 


7. 52'.'^ 


23. 31% 


Some high school 


23. 31;:. 


29. 32% 


Finished high school 


36. 59% 


5. 01% 


Business or Trade school 


6 02% 


12. 28% 


Some college 


11. 53% 


5.26% 


Finis' college (four years) 


2. 76% 


2. 01% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


1. 00% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




2. 76% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 


1.25% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




6.77% 


Do not know 


8. 52% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Wei^ted 

Score Percentages 

Your parents and/or family 320 14. 05% 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 572^ 25. 12 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 157 6. 90% 

Visit on the campus 257 11. 29% 

High school counselor 67 2. 94% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 344 15. 11% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 193 8.48% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 55 2. 42% 

High school teachexs 215 9.44% 

College catalog 97 4.26% 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

Fiist Choice 21.54% 

Second Choice ■ 2 8 72% 

T.hird Choice 2o! 51% 

O.ther 15 90.^^ 

Npt one of your Choices ; 13 33!^ 



WASHINGTON 

Classification Percentages 

Junior 50.281V) 

Senior 49 j2% 

Sex 

Male 41.90% 

-^Eemale 58 10% 

Race 

Black 97,27% 

White 2. 73% 

Other _0- 

Grades 

AllA's 1 110^ 

Mostly A's and/or B's 25. 56% 

Mostly B's and/or C's 61 11% 

Mos*-^v C's and/or D's 11^ 67% 

Mc^ y D's and/or F's 56% 

Educational Plaas 

High School Diploma « ^ 2^ 13% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) . 27. 01% 

Two- Year College Degree 10. 92% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 10. 35% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 10. 92% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two- Year Graduate 16^ 67% 
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WASHINGTON 



Highest Level o£ Formal Educatjpn o£ Parents 



Percentages 


- 


Percentages 


(r atner } 




(Mother) 


4. 57%- 


No formal schooling or some grade 


1. 70% 




school only 




6. 29% 


Finished grade school 


3. 39^0 


26. 86% 


Some high school 


24. 29% 


26. 86% 


Finished high school 


39. 55% 


4. 00% 


Business or Trade school 


1. 70% 


6. 29% 


Some college 


9. 04% 


1. 71% 


Finished college (four years) 


1. 13% 


1. 14% 


Attended graduate or professional school 


1. 70% 




but did not attain a graduate or 




1. 14% 


professional degree 




Attained a graduate or professional degree 


2.26% 




(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 




21. 14% 


Do not know 


15.25% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Weighted 



Score I ercentages 



Your ^ its and/or family 129 13. 90V'> 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 162 17. 46% 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 78 8.41% 

Visit on the campus 122 13. 15% 

High school counselor 69 7^ 44% 

Newspaper or magazine articles - 118 12. 72% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 51 5.50% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 52 5. 60% 

High school teachers 94 10, 13% 

College catalog 53 5^ 719/ 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

First Choice 27. 91% 

Second Choice , 27.91% 

Third Choice J 26. 16% 

Other 9^30% 

Not one of your Choices 8. 72% 



WHITE STATION 



Classification Percentages 

Junior 40 430^; 

Senior 59.52% 

Sex 

Male 48.21% 

Female 1 51.80% 

Race 

Black 2. 08% 

White 97.23% 

Other- 

Grades 

AH A's 6 01% 

Mostly A's and/dr B's 35 57^ 

Mostly B's and/or C's ' 43 30% 

Mostly C's and/ or D's I3 759^ 

Mostly D's and/or F»s 1 33% 

Educational Hans 

High School Diploma 7 46% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

PrograpLXLess than two years) 6. 22% 

Two-Year College Degree ^ - \\ 90% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 34 81% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 15. 81% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate ~ 23, 80% 
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WHITE -STATION 



Highest Level of. Formal Education of Parents 



Percentages 
(Father) 

. 51% 

.68% 
2,. 55% 

16. 33% 
3. 91%. 

17. 35% 
24. 49% 

5. 44% 



21. 77% 
6. 97% 



No formal schooling or some grade 

school only 
Finished grade school 
Some high school 
Finished high school 
Business or Trade school 
Some college 

Finished college (four years) 

Attended graduate or professional school 

but did not attain a gradi or 

professional degree 
Attained a graduate or professional degree 

(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 
Do not know 



Percentages 
f Mother) 

.51% 



Of. 



. 34^; 

4. 08^' 
23. 98 

6.80 
25. 00% 
17. 86% 

4. 93% 



^% 
% 



6. 12% 
10. 37% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Weighted 



Score Percentages 



3 ' 

Your parents and/or family 769 23. 09% 

Your friends who are going or. will go to MSU 1073 32. 21% 

Your friends who do not or will not jo to MSU 356 10. 69% 

Visit on the campus 420 12. 61% 

High school counselor 46 1 38% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 214 6.42% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 241 7^ 24% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 32 . 96% 

High school teachers 71 2. 13% 

College catalog I09 3.27% 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

First Choice 20. 62% 

Second Choice — 24 26% 

* Third Choice I3 00% 

Other 23.05% 

Not one of your Choices 19^ 06% 



50 



WOODDALE 

Classification Percentages 

Junior ^ 50, 88% 

Senior 49.12'''> 

Sex 

Male r- 47.2V:o 

Female 52.79% 

Race ' ' " ' ^ 

Black 70% 

White 98.06% 

Other 123% 

Grades 

AllA^s 4 04% 

Mostly A's and/or B's 28. 07% 

Mostly B's and/or C's 49^ 30% 

Mostly C's and/or D's : 15.44% 

Mostly D\s and/or F's 3^ 16%* 

Educational Plans 

r High School Diploma , 15^ 37% 

Vocational, Technical or Certificate 

Program (Less than two years) ^ 15, 66% 

Two- Year College Degree 13^ 52% 

Bachelor's or Equivalent 30.07% 

One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study 8. 36% 

Doctoral or other Professional Degree beyond 

Two-Year Graduate 16^ 01% 



WOODDALE 



Highest Level o£ Formal Education o£ Parents 
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Percentages 
(Father) 

1.23% 

1.41% 

8.08% 
27. 94% 

6. 15% 
22.67% 
15:47% 

1. 93% 



9.49% 
5. 62% 



No formal schooling or some grade 

school only 
Finished grade school 
Some high school 
Finished high school 
Business or Trade school 
Some college 

Finished college (four years) 

Attended graduate or professional school 

but did not attain a grac "'re or 

professional degree 
Attained a graduate or prof t sional degree 

(M.A. , Ph.D. , M.D.) 
Do not know 



Percentages 
(Mother) 

1. 24lV> 

1. 06% 
10.27% 
42.48% 

7. 61% 
15. 93% 

8. 85% 
1. 95% 



3. 72% 



6. 90% 



Factors Influencing Attitudes 

Vv eight ed 

Score Percentages 

Your parents and/or family 664 20. 36%o 

Your friends who are going or will go to MSU 1014 31. 09% 

Your friends who do not or will not go to MSU 287 ''^'^ 8. 80% 

Visit on the campus 416.^ 12. 75% 

High school counselo"^ 91 2. 79% 

Newspaper or magazine articles 230 7. 05% 

Alumni contacts (People who have gone to MSU) 26^^ 8.09% 

Talk with admissions counselor from MSU 46 1.41% 

High school teachers 116 _ _ 56% 

College catalog , 134 4 11% 

* 

In considering application to college, would Memphis State be your 

First Choice — 30.46% 

S^pnd Choice — — 27. 6<% 

XHird Choice 14.44% 

Other r 13! 38% 

Not one of your Choices 14^ 09% 
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OTHER RETRIEVABLE INFORMATION 

L Profiles and significant differences for each of the following subgroup^: 

A. Faculty 

1. Cla<^sification: Teacher-Counselor 

2. Sex: Male-Female 

3. Race: Black-White 

4* Experience at MSU: Yes-No 

5. Undergraduate. experience at MSU: None - two years or less - 

three, to four years - degree 

6. Graduatet^^ejqgier^ MSU: None - 3 to ? hours - 12 to 18 hours - 

21 to 27 hoijursr - 3p=of more hour^^ -. g^raduate degree 

7. Dates of -MSU experience:. None^ - witWn rtherlast year - 

2 to 5 years ago - 6 to 10 years ago - more than ten years ago 

8. College of n >st experience: Arts and Sciences - Business " 

Administration - Educarton - None 

B. Students 

1. Classification: Junior-Senior 

2. Sex: Male-Female 

3. Race: Plack-White 

4. Academic Performance: Superior - Above Average - Average - 

Fair - Poor 

5. Educational Aspiratiore: High School Diploma - Two years other than 

college - Two-year College Degree Bachelor's or Equivalent - 
One or two years of Graduate or Professional Study - 
Doctoral or other Professional Degree 

6. Father's Educational Background: Grade school or less - High School - 

Business or Trade School - Some College - Undergraduate Degree • 
Some graduate or professional education - Graduate or Professional 
Degree 

7. School Groups: County - City Black - City White - City Integrated 
^Il.j Lists of the special courses and/or programs of interest 

A. Faculty in each school 

B. Students in each school 
lit. Item analysis for each question 

A. Total faculty and faculty in each school 

B, Students in each school 



